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RESPONSE TO PEROVICH 
Jerry H. Gill 
As I understand it, Professor Perovich's complaint can be summed up in the 
following manner: 
(1) Steven Katz, in "Language, Epistemology, and Mysticism," argues 
for the mediated character of all human experience in order to establish 
both that there is no common core to all mystical experiences (each 
must be studied in its own historical, cultural, and psychological context) 
and that the language in which the mystical experiences are expressed 
must be reinterpreted. 
(2) I, in "Mysticism and Mediation," establish that a mediational under-
standing of mystical experiences eliminates the possibility of immediate, 
absorbative encounters with the divine. 
(3) The combination of these two lines of argument is inherently incon-
sistent, since Katz and I are arguing toward mutually exclusive conclu-
sions. 
(4) Perovich contends that if we wish to preserve the viability of mystical 
experience as contextually understood (Katz's goal), then we must 
abandon the divine (my goal). 
Although I find this an interesting analysis of my interaction with Katz' essay, 
and am exceedingly honored to have my reflections taken up in this way, I think 
the following points still need to be made: 
(l) Neither Katz nor I have argued for the impossibility of, let alone 
the lack of value in studying, mystical experiences. We have, rather, 
tried to make a case for understanding such experiences mediationally . 
(2) Rather than necessitating the end of mystical studies, the mediational 
approach calls for a reinterpretation of the language used to express 
such experiences. 
(3) This would involve a phenomenological analysis of the tasks for 
which mystical language is used by the various writers in their own 
lives and cultural contexts, i.e. their intentionality. 
(4) Throughout his paper, Perovich fails to distinguish between the 
claims mystical writers make concerning their experience of the divine 
and the language in which they express these claims. He quotes Plotinus 
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as denying any and all relationality, intentionality, mediation, and the like, 
but it is perfectly clear that in his very quotation Plotinus exemplifies the 
exact point Katz and I are making; namely, that language itself is a media-
tional phenomenon and cannot be used meaningfully in a non-mediated 
fashion. Simply to say that one's experience is immediate does not make it 
so; nor does it make it meaningful, except as metaphorically or paradoxically 
understood, which is to tum once again to mediation. 
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